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Development. Ny question is, I guess, of someone, what is the
overwhelming need to do this'? Has Department of Labor done such
a rotten job that we feel that they should no longer be doing
this? This is a serious policy change and direction change with
regard t o t h e ro l e and t he s c op e a nd t he mission of the
Department of Economic Development. They are b a s i c a l l y t ak i ng
over not only funds that have been paid to the Department of
Labor and then should remain under their jurisdiction, but much
o f t h e i r dut i es a n d r e s p ons i b i l i t i es t h a t r e l at e t o t hi s ar e a .
'Ihat is, I guess, if that's what they' re going to use the money
for. Now a million dollars is not a tremendous amount of money
when you' re talking about the different types of things that are
spelled out in the new Training Cash Fund that they would do and
that, again, you know, job...reimbursement for job training
activities. And we just, on a bill earlier, or an a mendment
earlier to this bill,we adopted an amendment and we took that
lid off, that $100,000 lid, with regard to what Department of
Economic Development could use monies for in terms of job
training. Now we' re sliding a million dollars over f rom t he
Department of Labor to the Department of Economic Development.
I'm not saying that it's connected in any way. Far be it fr om
me to consider that option, but the fact of the matter is, is
that you are taking and you' re making a substan t i v e c h a n ge with
regard to the role and mission of two separate and distinct code
agencies . Gr an t ed , they are both under the auspices of the
Governor, but the fact of the matter is you' re sliding a million
dollars over to Department of Economic Development. You' re
going to provide for a duplicative system with regard to job
t ra i n i n g ac t i v i t i e s , p re - e m p l oyment , on t he j ob t r a i n i ng ,
equipment and other reasonable costs related to helping industry
and business locate or expand in Nebraska. A nd what d o e s t ha t
mean? I think that the Chizek amendment is appropriate at t h i s
point in time because there's been very little o r any d i s c u s s i o n
of this issue or the need to transfer these funds a way f rom t h e
Department of Labor and they would still be available to DED
upon r eq u e st . I would urge the adoption of Senator Chizek's
amendment.

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r N o rr i s se y .

SENATOR NORRISSEY: T h ank y o u , N r . S pe a k e r . A coupl e que s t i o n s
o f Senator Noore , p l e a s e .

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r N o o r e , would you r e s p ond?
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